Documents A-20 and H-41 are identical. This document is a four page 
memorandum with a two page police report attached, dated 2/12/63, to 
Chicago District, from R.D. Sherman. Subject: Hubbard E Meter 4093 V. 

This memorandum consists of a summary of the inspector's interviews with 
various individuals regarding their experiences with Scientology and 
members of that organization. 1 

This document is released with deletions. On page 1, the deleted portions 
in line 1 of paragraph 1, lines 1, -4, 5, 10, 11, and 12 of paragraph 2, 
and the deleted portions of the enclosure references contain names of 
specific individuals. The deleted portion on line 9 contains the address 
of one of the individuals mentioned above. These portions are exempt 
under 5 U.S.C. 552(b)(7)(D), because release would disclose the identity 
of a confidential source. The deleted portion in paragraph 2 on line 1 
and 3 consists of confidential information pertaining to one of the 
confidential sources. This portion is exempt under 5 U.S.C. 552(b)(7)(C), 
because release would constitute an unwarranted invasion of personal 
privacy. The deleted portions in lines 6, 7, and 8 in paragraph 2, and 
line 1 in paragraph 3 consist of confidential information, including 
medical references, pertaining to the individual in question. These 
portions are exempt under 5 U.S.C. 552(b)(6)(7)(C), because release 
would constitute a clearly unwarranted invasion of personal privacy. 

The deleted portions in line 1 in paragraph 1, on page 2, consist of 
specific names of individuals, which if released would disclose the 
identity of a confidential source. This portion is exempt under 5 
U.S.C. 552(b)(7)(D). The deleted portions in sentences 2-6 and part of 
7 consist of confidential information pertaining to the individual in 
question. Release of this portion would constitute a clearly unwarranted 
invasion of personal privacy. This portion is exempt under 5 U.S.C. 
552(b)(6). Part of the deleted portions in sentence 7 and all deletions 
in sentence 8 consist of the name of a specific individual and confidential 
information pertaining to that person. These portions are exempt under 
5 U.S.C. 552(b)(7)(C)(D), because release would constitute an unwarranted 
invasion of personal privacy and disclose the identity of a confidential 
source. Deletions in paragraph 2 consist of names of specific individuals, 
which if released would disclose the identity of confidential sources. 

This portion is exempt under 5 U.S.C. 552(b)(7)(D). The deleted portions 
in lines 1-4 in paragraph 3 consist of names of specific individuals and 
addresses, which if released would constitute an unwarranted invasion of 
personal privacy and disclose the identity of confidential sources. 














These portions are exempt under 5 U.S.C. 552(b)(7)(C)(D). The deletions 
in sentence 8 of paragraph 3 consist of confidential information pertaining 
to the individual in question. This portion is exempt under 5 U.S.C. 

552(b)(6)(7)(C), because release would constitute a clearly unwarranted 
invasion of personal privacy. The deleted portions in paragraph A 
consist of names of four specific individuals and identifying characteristics, 
which if released would disclose the identity of a confidential source. 

These portions are exempt under 5 U.S.C. 552(b)(7)(D). The deleted 
portions in sentences 1-3 in paragraph 5 consist of names of specific 
individuals, which if released would identify a confidential source. 

These portions are exempt under 5 U.S.C. 552(b)(7)(D). The deletions 
found in sentences 5-9 in paragraph 5 consist of confidential information 
pertaining to two specific individuals. These portions are exempt under 
5 U.S.C. 552(b)(6)(7)(C) , because release of these portions would constitute 
a clearly unwarranted invasion of personal privacy. The deleted portions 
in paragraphs 6 and 7 consist of names of specific individuals, which if 
released would disclose the identity of a confidential source. These 
portions are exempt under 5 U.S.C. 552(b)(7)(D). In paragraph A, on 
page 3, deletions on lines 3, 6, and part of A, and lines 1, 2, A, 6, 
and part of 3, in paragraph 5, consist of names of specific individuals, 
which if released would disclose the identity of a confidential source. 

These portions are exempt under 5 U.S.C. 552(b)(7)(D). The remaining 
deleted portions in paragraph A, found on lines A and 5, consist of 
confidential medical referenced information. This portion is exempt 
under 5 U.S.C. 552(b)(6), because release would constitute a clearly 
unwarranted invasion of personal privacy. The remaining deleted portions 
found in paragraph 5 on line 3 consist of confidential information. 

This portion is exempt under 5 U.S.C. 552(b)(7)(C), because release 
would constitute an unwarranted invasion of personal privacy. 

The deleted portion on line 1 of paragraph 1, on page A, consists of the 
name of a specific individual. This portion is exempt under 5 U.S.C. 
552(b)(7)(C), because release would constitute a unwarranted invasion of 
personal privacy. The deleted portions found on lines 3, A, and 6 of 
this paragraph consist of confidential information of a medical nature. 

These portions are exempt under 5 U.S.C. 552(b)(6), because release 
would constitute a clearly unwarranted invasion of personal privacy. 

The deleted portion in paragraph 2 consists of the name of a.specific 
individual, which if released would constitute an unwarranted invasion 
of personal privacy. This portion is exempt under 5 U.S.C. 552(b)(7)(C). 

The deletions found in paragraphs 3, 5, and 6 consist of confidential 
information, including medical references. These portions are exempt 
under 5 U.S.C. 552(b)(6), because release would constitute a clearly 
unwarranted invasion of personal privacy. Deletions in paragraph A, 7, 
and 8 consist of names of specific individuals, release of which would 











disclose the identity of a confidential source. These portions are 
exempt under 5 U.S.C. 552(b)(7)(D). 

The two police reports mentioned earlier are deleted in their entirety, 
because release would constitute a clearly unwarranted invasion of 
personal privacy. Thesse portions are exempt under 5 U.S.C, 552(b)(6)(7)(C). 












Document A-21 . This document is a three page affidavit dated 2/14/63, 
describing the complainant's experiences with Scientology and members of 
that organization. 

This document is released with deletions. On page 1, the deleted material 
above paragraph 1, and the deleted material in sentence 1 of paragraph 1 
consist of the name and address of the complainant. These portions are 
exempt under 5 U.S.C. 552(b)(7)(D), because release would disclose the 
identity of a confidenital' source. Deletions in sentences 3 and 9 
consist of names of two specific individuals, which if released would 
constitute an unwarranted invasion of personal privacy. These portions 
are exempt under 5 U.S.C. 552(b)(7)(C). The deleted portion on line 6 
of paragraph 1 consists of the name of a location, which if released 
would disclose the identity of a confidential source. This portion is 
exempt under 5 U.S.C. 552(b)(7)(D). 

Lines 1 and 7 contain names of two specific individuals. Lines 3 and 4 
contain the names of specific individuals and an address. These portions 
are exempt under 5 U.S.C. 552(b)(7)(C), because release would constitute 
an unwarranted invasion of personal privacy. The deleted portion on 
line 5 contains the name of a location, which if released would disclose 
the identity of a confidential source. This portion is exempt under 5 
U.S.C. 552(b)(7)(D). 

Line 1 and part of line 3 contain names of specific individuals, release 
of which would constitute an unwarranted invasion of personal privacy. 
These portions are exempt under 5 U.S.C. 552(b)(7)(C). The remaining 
deleted portions in this paragraph, as well as the deleted portions in 
paragraph 4, consist of confidential information pertaining to specific 
events disclosed by a confidential source. These portions are exempt 
under 5 U.S.C. 552(b)(7)(C)(D), because release would constitute an 
unwarranted invasion of personal privacy and disclose the identity of a 
confidential source. The deleted portion under the title of "Firm" 
contains the name of a specific individual, which if released would 
disclose the identity of a confidential source. This portion is exempt 
under 5 U.S.C. 552(b)(7)(D). 

On page 2, the deleted portions found at the top of the affidavit and 
at the bottom contains the name of the complainant, which if- released 
would disclose the identity of a confidential source. These portions 
are exempt under 5 U.S.C. 552(b)(7)(D). The deleted portions in lines 3 
and 4, paragraph 1, contain confidential information pertaining to a 
specific individual, which if released would constitute a clearly 
unwarranted invasion of personal privacy. This portion is exempt under 
5 U.S.C. 552(b)(6). The remaining deletions in this paragraph consist 














of names of two specific individuals, which if released would constitute 
an unwarranted invasion of personal privacy. These portions are exempt 
under 5 U.S.C. 552(b)(7)(C). 

Paragraph 2 is deleted in its entirety because it consists of detailed 
confidential information supplied by a confidential source. This portion 
is exempt under 5 U.S.C. 552(b)(7).(C)(D), because release would con¬ 
stitute an unwarranted invasion of personal privacy and disclose the 
identity of a confidential source. 

In paragraph 4, deletions found on lines 9-12 and portions of line 16 
and 17, found on page 3, consist of confidential information pertaining 
to a specific individual. These portions are exempt under 5 U.S.C. 

552(b)(6)(7)(C), because release would constitute a clearly unwarranted 
invasion of personal privacy. The remaining portions of this paragraph 
consist of names and specific events, which if released would constitute 
an unwarranted invasion of personal privacy and would disclose the 
identity of a confidential source. These portions are exempt under 5 
U.S.C. 552(b)(7)(C)(D). 

The deleted material on page 3, other than on line 1, contain the name 
and address and specific information pertaining to the complainant. 

These portions are exempt under 5 U.S.C. 552(b)(7)(C)(D), because release 
would constitute an unwarranted invasion of personal privacy and disclose 
the identity of a confidential source. 






















Document A-22 and H-38 are identical . This document is a three page 
memorandum dated 2/15/63 to Director, Chicago District, from R.D, Sherman. 
Subject: 4093 V, Hubbard E Meter. The memorandum consists of the 

inspector's description of his investigation and interview with a member 
of the Church of Scientology. 

This document is released with deletions. The deletions found on page 1- 
of this document consist of the name and address of the individual being 
interviewed. These portions -are exempt under 5 U.S.C. 552(b)(7)(C)(D), 
because release would constitute an unwarranted invasion of personal 
privacy and disclose the identity of a confidential source. 

On page 2, the deleted portion at the top of the page and in paragraph 5 
contains the name of the individual being interviewed. These portions 
are exempt under 5 U.S.C. 552(b)(7)(C)(D), because release would constitute 
an unwarranted invasion of personal privacy and disclose the identity of 
a confidential source. Deletions found in paragraph 1 consist of the 
name of a specific individual and confidential information pertaining to 
that individual and the person interviewed. These portions are exempt 
under 5 U.S.C. 552(b)(7)(C)(D), because release would constitute an 
unwarranted invasion of personal privacy and would disclose the identity 
of a confidential source. 

Deletions found in paragraph 4 consist of the investigator’s opinion 
concerning a specific matter. This portion is exempt under 5 U.S.C. 
552(b)(5), because it is a personal opinion stated by the investigator 
in this document. 

Deletions found in paragraph 6, which continues onto page 3, consist of 
names of specific individuals and confidential information pertaining to 
these individuals. These portions are exempt under 5 U.S.C. 552(b)(7)(C), 
because release would constitute an unwarranted invasion of personal 
privacy. 

The deleted portion at the top of page 3 consists of the name of the 
individual being interviewed, which if released would disclose the 
identity of a confidential source. This portion is exempt under 5 
U.S.C. 552(b)(7)(D). 



















Deletions found in paragraphs 1 and 2 on this page contain names of 
specific individuals and confidential information pertaining to these 
individuals. These portions are exempt under 5 U.S.C. 552(b)(6)(7)(C)(D), 
because release would constitute a clearly unwarranted invasion of 
personal privacy and would disclose the identity of a confidential 


source'. 









Documents A-23 and H-39 are identical . This document is a four page 
memorandum dated 2/25/63 to Director, Chicago District, from R.D, Sherman. 
Subject: 4093 V Hubbard E Meter, FDC 48405. This memorandum consists 

of the investigation of a specific individual associated with the Church 
of Scientology. 

This document is released with deletions. On page 1, the deletions 
shown in paragraph 1, in lines 1 and 2 of paragraph 2, contain names of 
specific individuals, which if released would disclose the identity of a 
confidential source. These portions are exempt under 5 U.S.C. 552(b)(7)(D) 
The deleted portions shown in lines 4 and 5 consist of confidential 
information pertaining to the individual in question. This portion is 
exempt under 5 U.S.C. 552(b)(6), because release would constitute a 
clearly unwarranted invasion of personal privacy. 

The deleted portion in line 1 in paragraph 1 on page 2 contains the 
name of a specific individual; the deleted portions in paragraph 4 on 
page 2 contain names and addresses of specific individuals; and the 
deleted portion in paragraph 2 on page 3 contains the name of a specific 
individual, all of which if released would disclose the identity of a 
confidential source. These portions are exempt under 5 U.S.C. 552(b)(7)(D) 
Deletions found in sentence 2, 3, and 6 of paragraph 1 on page 2 and the 
deleted portions found in paragraph 5 on page 3 consist of confidential 
information, which if released would constitute an unwarranted invasion 
of personal privacy. These portions are exempt under 5 U.S.C. 552(b)(7)(C) 


The remaining portion of page 3 and all of page 4 are released. 























Documents A-24 and H-37 are identical . This document is a one page 
memorandum dated 2/25/63(with three pages of copies of correspondence 
between individuals), to Chicago District, from R.D. Sherman. Subject: 

4093 V, Hubbard E Meter. This memorandum is the inspector's description 
of the attached correspondence. 

This document is released with deletions. The deleted portions of this 
document consist of names and addresses of specific individuals as well 
as confidential information, which if released would constitute an 
unwarranted invasion of personal privacy and disclose the identity of a 
confidential source. These portions are exempt under 5 U.S.C. 552(b)(7)(C)(D). 








Documents A-25 and P-8 are identical . This document is a one page 
memorandum, dated 3/2/66, of a telephone conversation between George W. 
Sooy, Director, Baltimore District and George Brubaker, Division of Case 
Supervision, BRC. This memorandum consists of a discussion concerning a 
purported suicide of a scientologist. 

This document is released with deletions. The deleted portions found in 
this document contain the name of a specific individual, which if released 
would disclose the identity of a confidential source. These deletions 
are exempt under 5 U.S.C. 552(b)(7)(D), 












Documents A-26 and A-27 are identical . Document A-26 is a typewritten 
copy of the teletype sent to Seattle District, while A-27 is a copy of 
the teletype itself. Therefore, a copy of document A-27 and comments 
on that document will be made. 

Document A-27 is a copy of a teletype dated 11/10/66, containing five 
pages and one additional page of correction, sent to Seattle District/Groth, 
Food and Drug Officer, from FDA, Baltimore District/M.J. Ryan, Food and 
Drug Officer. This document describes a specific individual's experiences 
and impressions of Scientology. 

This document is released with deletions. The deleted portions in page 
1 consist of confidential information, which if released would disclose 
the identity of a confidential source. Deletions found on page 2, 3, 4, 
and the correction sheet consist of detailed confidential information, 
including dates, addresses, and other identifying characteristics, which 
if released would constitute a clearly unwarranted invasion of personal 
privacy and disclose the identity of a confidential source. These 
portions are exempt under 5 U.S.C. 552(b)(6)(7)(C)(D). 

Attached to this document is also a copy of the typewritten copy of the 
teletype, which is the same as document A-26. 



























































Document A-28 . This document is a one page memorandum of a telephone 
conversation, dated 4/6/67, between Mr. J. Kenneth Kinney, Acting 
Supervisory Inspector, Seattle District, and Mr. Ernest L. Brisson, 

Acting Food and Drug Officer, Baltimore District. This memorandum is a 
report of a conversation with a specific individual regarding a telegram 
received. 

This document is released with deletions. The deleted portions in this 
document contain names of specific individuals as well as addresses and 
telephone numbers. Release of these portions would constitute an 
unwarranted invasion of personal privacy and disclose the identity of a 
confidential source. These portions are exempt under 5 U.S.C. 552(b)(7)(C)(D). 











Document A-29 . This document is a one page copy of a teletype dated 
3/30/67 to Food and Drug, Baltimore District, Attn: Gordon Thompson, 

Acting Director, from Food and Drug Administration, Seattle District/HWFD. 

This document pertains to arrangements being made for a perspective 
witness. 

This document is released with deletions. The deleted portions of this 
document consist of the name of the perspective individual and other 
confidential information, release of which would constitute an unwar¬ 
ranted invasion of personal privacy and disclose the identity of a 
confidential source. These portions are exempt under 5 U.S.C. 552(b)(7)(C)(D). 


































Document A-30 . This document is a one page memorandum of a telephone 
conversation dated 4/3/67, between Merl J. Ryan, Food and Drug Officer, 
and Gordon G. Thompson, Acting Director, Baltimore District. This 
memorandum deals with specific arrangements being made for a perspective 
witness based on recommendations from General Counsel. 

This document is released with deletions. The deleted material in this 0 
document consists of confidential information and includes the name of a 
perspective witness. These portions are exempt under 5 U.S.C. 552(b)(7)(C)(D), 
because release would constitute an unwarranted invasion of personal 
privacy and disclose the identity of a confidential source. 













Document A-31 ; undated, is a three-page attorney work product titled 
"Points to be Provided". It consists of instructions as to steps to 
be taken in pending litigation, including names and addresses of pro¬ 
spective witnesses. 

This document is exempt in its entirety under 5U.S.C. 552 (b) (5), 
because it constitutes attorney work product. 







Document A-32 ; undated, is a four-page proposed testimoney for a proposed 
witness prepared by an attorney. 

This document is exempt in its entirety under 5 U.S.C. 552 (b) (5), 
because it constitutes attorney work product. 











Document A-33 ; undated, is a two-page proposed testimony for a proposed 
witness prepared by an attorney with a copy of a one-page letter of 
complaint. 

This document is exempt in its entirety under 5 U.S.C. (b) (5), because 
it constitutes attorney work product. 








Document A-35 ; undated, is a one-page proposed testimony for a proposed 
witness prepared by an attorney. 

This document is exempt in its entirety under 5 U.S.C. 552 (b) (5), 
because it constitutes attorney work product. 

















Document A-36 ; undated, is a one-page proposed testimony for a proposed 
witness prepared by an attorney. 

The document is exempt in its entirety under 5 U.S.C. 552 (b) (5), 
because it constitutes attorney work product. 


































D ocument A-40 ; undated, is a one-page specifically proposed testimony 
for a proposed witness prepared by an attorney. 

This document is exempt in its entirety under 5 U.S.C. 552 (b) (5), 
because it constitutes attorney work product. 













Document A-41 ; undated, is a three-page specifically proposed testimony 
for a proposed witness prepared by an attorney. 

This document is exempt in its entirety under 5 U.S.C. 552 (b) (5), 
because it constitutes attorney work product. 
















Document A-44 ; undated, is a one-page proposed testimony for a proposed 
witness prepared by an attorney. 

This document is exempt in its entirety under 5 U.S.C. (b) (5), because 
it constitutes attorney work product. 




























Document A-45 ; undated, is a two-page proposed testimony for a proposed 
witness prepared by an attorney. 

This document is exempt in its entirety under 5 U.S.C. 552 (b) (5), 
because it constitutes attorney work product. 









Document A-48 ; undated, is a thirteen-page proposed testimony for a pro¬ 
posed witness prepared by an attorney. 

This document is exempt in its entirety under 5 U.S.C. 552 (b) (5), 
because it constitutes attorney work product. 








































Document A-49 ; undated, is a two-page proposed testimony for a proposed 
witness prepared by an attorney. 

This document is exempt in its entirety under 5 U.S.C. 552 (b) (5), 
because it constitutes attorney work product. 















D ocument A-50 ; undated, is a two-page proposed testimony for a proposed 
witness-'prepared by an attorney. 

This document is exempt in its entirety under 5 U.S.C. 552 (b) (5), 
because it constitutes attorney work product. 







Document A-51 ; undated, is a one-page proposed testimony for a proposed 
witness prepared by an attorney. 

This document is exempt in its entirety under 5 U.S.C. 552 (b) (5), 
because it constitutes attorney work product. 








Document A-52 ; undated, is a one-page proposed testimony for a proposed 
witness prepared by an attorney. 

This document is exempt in its entirety under 5 U.S.C. 552 (b) (5), 
because it constitutes attorney work product. 









Document A-53 ; undated, is a one-page proposed testimony for a proposed 
witness prepared by an attorney. 

This document is exempt in its entirety under 5 U.S.C. 552 (b) (5), 
because it constitutes attorney work product. 













Document A-54 ; undated, is a one-page proposed testimony for a proposed 
witness prepared by an attorney. 

This document is exempt in its entirety under 5 U.S.C. 552 (b) (5), 
because it constitutes attorney work product. 









D ocument A-56 ; undated, is a two-page proposed testimony for a proposed 
witness prepared by an attorney. 

This document is exempt in its entirety under 5 U.S.C. 552 (b) (5), 
because it constitutes attorney work product. 


o 





















Document A-57 ; undated, is a two-page proposed testimony for a proposed 
witness prepared by an attorney. 

This document is exempt in its entirety under 5 U.S.C. 552 (b) (5), 
because it constitutes attorney work product. 





































Document A-58 ; undated, is a sixteen-page proposed testimony for a proposed 
witness prepared by an attorney. 

This document is exempt in its entirety under 5 U.S.C. 552 (b) (5), 
because it constitutes attorney work product. 























Document A-59 ; undated, is a fifteen-page proposed testimony for a pro¬ 
posed witness prepared by an attorney. 

This document is exempt in its entirety under 5 U.S.C. 552 (b) (5), 
because' it constitutes attorney work product. 


O 












Document A-60 . This document is a two page memorandum dated 3/22/67, 
prepared by an attorney, listing perspective witnesses for pending 
litigation. 

This document is released with deletions. The deleted portions consist 
of names, addresses, and telephone numbers of potential witnesses not 
previously identified. These portions are exempt under 5 U.S.C. 552(b)(5), 
because it constitutes an attorney's work product. It also is exempt 
under 5 U.S.C. 552(b)(7)(C), because disclosure would constitute an 
unwarranted invasion of personal privacy. 


















Document A-61 ; is a three-page memorandum dated 11/4/71 addressed to 
the Office of General Counsel from the Director, Office of Compliance. 
This document consists of recommendations and discussion of options 
pertaining to the E-Meters. 

The document is exempt from disclosure in its entirety under 5 U.S.C. 

552 (b) (5), because (1) it consists of recommendations and options, and 
(2) it constitutes attorney work product. 






















Docuinent A-62 . This document is a three page memorandum dated 2/13/63, 
to Director, Detroit District, from Inspector Carl Larrick and Joseph H. 

Cox. Subject: 4093V Hubbard E Meter, FDC 48405. This memorandum 
consists of a summary of an investigative report on members of the 
Church of Scientology. 

This document is released with deletions. The deleted portions in 
paragraph 2 and line 9 of paragraph 3 on page 1 consist of names of two 
specific individuals, release of which would disclose the identity of a 
confidential source. These portions are exempt under 5 U.S.C. 552(b)(7)(D). 
The deleted portions in lines 10-13 in paragraph 3 contain confidential 
information, including medical references on a specific individual. 

This portion is exempt under 5 U.S.C. 552(b)(6)(7)(C), because release 
would constitute a clearly unwarranted invasion of personal privacy. 

The deleted portion in line 1 on page 2 consists of the name of a specific 
individual, which if released would disclose the identity of a confidential 
source. This portion is exempt under 5 U.S.C. 552(b)(7)(D), The deleted 
portion in paragraph 4 consists of the name and address of a specific 
individual, while the deleted portions in paragraph 8 contain the name 
and confidential information on a specific individual, both of which are 
exempt under 5 U.S.C. 552(b)(7)(C), because release would constitute an 
unwarranted invasion of personal privacy. 

The deleted portions on page 3 contain the name and location of a specific 
organization, which if released would disclose the identity of a confidential 
source. These portions are exempt under 5 U.S.C. 552(b)(7)(D). 













Documents A-63, D-i, and £-35 are identical. This is a four page State 
Attorney General's Office inter-office communication dated 3/7/69. It 
consists of summaries of investigative interviews with individuals 
regarding Scientology. 

This document is released with deletions. The deleted portion from the 
title "From” and below the title "Subject" contain the name and location 
of the individual preparing this memorandum. These portions are exempt 
under 5 U.S.C. 552(b)(7)(D), because release would disclose the identity 
of a confidential source. The deleted portions in paragraphs 1, 2, and 
3 consist of names of four individuals and confidential identifying 
information on each, release of which would constitute an unwarranted 
invasion of personal privacy and would also identify the author of this 
memorandum, who is a confidential source. These portions are exempt 
under 5 U.S.C. 552(b)(7)(C)(D). 

O 

On page 2, the deleted portion in paragraph 5 consists of the name of a 
specific individual, which if released would constitute an unwarranted 
invasion of personal privacy. This portion is exempt under 5 U.S.C. 
552(b)(7)(C). The deleted portions in paragraphs 8 and 9 consist of the 
name of a specific individual as well as the address and other confi¬ 
dential information pertaining to this individual. These portions are 
exempt under 5 U.S.C. 552(b)(7)(C), because release would constitute an 
unwarranted invasion of personal privacy. 

The deleted portions in lines 3-7 in paragraph 1 on page 3 consist of 
confidential information including medical references pertaining to a 
specific individual, which if released would constitute a clearly unwar¬ 
ranted invasion of personal privacy. This portion is exempt under 5 
U.S.C. 552(b)(6)(7)(C) . The remaining deleted portions in this paragraph 
consist of confidential information pertaining to a specific individual, 
which if released would constitute an unwarranted invasion of personal 
privacy. These portions are exempt under 5 U.S.C. 552(b)(7)(C). 

The deleted portions in paragraph 2 on page 3, and on page 4, consist of 
names of four specific individuals as well as addresses and identifying 
characteristics of these individuals, which if released would constitute 
an unwarranted invasion of personal privacy and would disclose the 
identity of the author of this document, who is a confidential source. 
These portions are exempt under 5 U.S.C. 552(b)(7)(C)(D). 






















Documents A-64, D-2, and E-36 are identical. This document is a five 
page State Attorney General's Office inter-office communication dated 
5/13/69. It consists of a summary of investigative observations of a 
Scientology center. 

This document is released with deletions. The deleted portions in this' 
document consist of the author of the memorandum as well as names, 
dates, and locations of various individuals associated with Scientology 
by the author of this memorandum. The deleted materials also contain 
confidential specific information supplied by these individuals inter¬ 
viewed. All of these portions are exempt under 5 U.S.C. 552(D), because 
release of any portion would immediately identify a confidential source. 





























Documents A-65, D-3 and E-37 are identical . This document is a three 
page State Attorney General's Office inter-office communication dated 
6/4/69. This memorandum is a description of the author's investigation 
and interview with a specific individual concerning Scientology. 

This document is released with deletions. The following deleted portions 
in this document are exempt under 5 U.S.C. 552(b)(7)(D), because release 
would disclose the identity of a confidential source: 

1. the deleted portion from the title "From" on page 1, because it 
contains the name of the author of the memorandum. 

2. the deleted portions in paragraph 1 on this page because, it contains 
the name and addresses as well as confidential information pertaining to 
the individual being interviewed. 

3. the deleted portions in paragraphs 2 and 3 on this page because they 
contain the name of the individual being interviewed. 

4. the deleted portion found on page 2 in paragraph 1, subparagraph 2, 

6, and line 1 in subparagraph 7, and line 1 in subparagraph 11 on page 
3, and line 1 in the last paragraph on page 3, because these contain the 
name of the individual being interviewed. 

The deleted portions in lines 2-6 in subparagraph 7 on page 2 consist of 
confidential information, including medical references submitted by the 
individual being interviewed, which if released would constitute a 
clearly unwarranted invasion of personal privacy and disclose the identity 
of a confidential source. These portions are exempt under 5 U.S.C. 
552(b)(6)(7)(C)(D). 

The.deleted portions in subparagraph 8 on page 3 contain the name of a 
specific individual and confidential information relating to that person, 
which if released would constitute an unwarranted invasion of personal 
privacy. 

The deleted portions in lines 2 and 3 in subparagraph 11, and line.3 in 
the last paragraph on page 3 consist of names of specific individuals 
named by the person being interviewed. Disclosure of these portions 
would constitute an unwarranted invasion of personal privacy and disclose 
the identity of a confidential source. These portions are exempt under 
5 U.S.C. 552(b)(7)(C)(D). 
























Documents A-66, D-4, and E-38 are identical. This document is a six 
page letter dated 1/19/69, addressed to a private individual from a 
complainant, regarding that person's experience with Scientology. This 
document was in the files of a State Attorney General's Office. 

This document is released with deletions. The name and address of the 
addressee are deleted because release would constitute an unwarranted 
invasion of personal privacy. The deleted portions in paragraph 1 and 3 
consist of confidential information, which if released would constitute 
an unwarranted invasion of personal privacy. Both these portions and 
that of the name of the addressee are exempt under 5 U.S.C. 552(b)(7)(C). 

The deleted portion in paragraph 4 consists of a name of a specific 
individual, which if released would constitute a unwarranted invasion 
of personal privacy and disclose the identity of a confidential source, 
the complainant. This portion is exempt under 5 U.S.C. 552(b)(7)(C)(D). 

The deleted portion in paragraph 5 consists of confidential information 
pertaining to the name of the complainant's husband's firm, release of 
which would immediately identify the confidential source. This portion 
is exempt under 5 U.S.C. 552(b)(7)(D). The deleted portions in paragraphs 
1 and 2 on page 2 of this letter consist of confidential information, 
which if released would immediately identify a confidential source. 

These portions are exempt under 5 U.S.C. 552(b)(7)(D). The deleted 
portion of the last paragraph on page 2 consists of confidential medical 
information, w T hich if released would constitute a clearly unwarranted 
invasion of personal privacy. This portion is exempt under 5 U.S.C. 
552(b)(6). The deleted portion on page 3 consists of confidential 
information, which if released, would constitute an unwarranted invasion 
of personal privacy and would disclose the identity of a confidential 
source. This portion is exempt under 5 U.S.C. 552(b)(7)(C)(D). 

The deleted portions on page 4 consist of names and confidential information, 
which if released would constitute an unwarranted invasion of personal 
privacy. These portions are exempt under 5 U.S.C. 552(b)(7)(C). The 
deleted portion on page 5 consists of the name of the complainant, which 
if released would disclose the identity of a confidential source. This 
portion is exempt under 5 U.S.C. 552(b)(7)(D). 


Page 6 of this document consists of the envelope in w T hich the letter was 
delivered. The name and address of the addressee and complainant, as 
well as the postmark, have been deleted, because release of any portion 
would disclose the identity of a confidential source. This portion is 
exempt under 5 U.S.C. 552(b)(7)(D). 








• UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

Memorandum 


Chicago District 


FEB ^ 

date: 2/12/63 \\ 


FROM : R. D. Sherman , L. Ron Hubbard 

Distribution Center, etc, 
/ ' Washington, D. C. 

subject: Hubbard E Meter ] 

4-093 V ! • !•; ■. ! . . 

___' /. Rov Justin, born Burstein (or Bernstein) 

DRM/C 1/25/63 requested an interview with 

as per DRM/Districts 1/24/63 re: L. Ron Hubbard and his various operating 


My report of 2/4/63 indicates ' th'at jj 
experience with Roy Justin. 

2/1/63 I interviewedl ^^^^^^^^^ 
Justin. He introduced me 


lad a very unfortunate' 

pyilllffi plyTherefore, on 
HJwith reference to Roy 
ira^SSSSSS^howed 'me 


Columbia indicated that Roy Just in mi ght be stavine at 

This is the address of she .told me that she wrote to ^jjSV 

inquirir^abouc the„status of Roy Justin and never ■ 
heard from them., Naturally ^^^%^Mj^^ rreferred - the matter to the Depart¬ 
ment of Justice. 


Division OF REGULATORY MANAGEMENT. 
Attention: Mr. Will Swain 

We are submitting a part of Roy Justin': 
will be submitted when obtained. 


February ip, 19° 3 


The remainder 


RWC :WGK:rc 
Enc. cc this memo v 

and _ ___ _ 

cc: Balt v/same enplosures as to DRM 
Ad/file 


■.Xo£k£.iiL 

William G>. Khrdb 
Chief Inspector . 


v t -rV,-—Vi*y.■■ 
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RDS 2/12/oJ L, Ron Hubbard 

4-093 V Washington, D.C. 

y i t Roy Justin, born :3.ar stein (or Bernstein) 

before attempting the arrest contacted the 
Ho lice and learned he was 1 wanted by them in connection with 


(This was one of the addresses that 
us tin went to after being compelled to l ea 

For this reas on_^^^^^^0 took two other deputies with him when he 
went tidence and learned that Justin had been 
gone fr cm .there for some'time. 

where Justin 'ft 
indicating he had gone to 

Pol ice reported Justin was there until 
November of 1962 and then disappeared. Justin 

indicated that he ;'n^grz;/e^gd- ^ 

re Justin's attempt to take 
Justin was thwarted by the 
whg./handled the affair, which took place in 


,' r^'. ''rvrhg- '-j^r ^ *i ~ 


From some s ourc Justin was arrested on Auousi 

complaint f/flQ. lie was booked for disorderly conduct 

consisting of panhandling in that . he went into a store operated by 

a woman and asked for money. 


• •• • J'usiih skipped bond, hfs real name, is Roy 

Bur stein and his father z s 


After dictating my report r.a 7 1 ek 

Police Headquarters. There I obtained copy of^ ^^^^^ Po lice Depart¬ 
ment Daily Bulletin for II/.I3/62. This describes iuyj^Tustin’s 'latest 
crime and describes him as 2? years old, white male, 6’1" tall, 
weight IQjf lbs. medium build, blond hair, and a blond Van Dyke beard 
at that time. His occupation is listed as self employed artist and a 
that time he was staying with an artist. 

From the ^^arrest record, file B2f3?43 I learned a Roy Justin 
was arrested 0 n 2/24/62 on a traffic warrant case in 
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L. Ron Hubbard 
Washington, D.C. 


HDD 2 / 12/63 

4-093 v 

Rov Justin, born Bursiein (or Bernstein) _ 

the 7100 to 7300 block of Jeffrey Blvd. This man was described as 
2c years old, 190 lbs., 6'0" height, white, brown eyes and (I thought 
black hair with light complexion. He was born on 5/2 3 /35 * n 
Pennsylvania and gave his residence as 3^ GO Liverpool Rd., Gary, Ind. 
Justin stated that he was the manager of some business at 1126 N. 

State Si. Except for the black hair the rest of the description 
seemed to fit Roy Justin with whom we are concerned. It was dark 
when inis arrest took place as near as I could interpret the ticket. 

There was another file for a Roy Justine of 1260 H. Astor St., 

Chicago, Illinois in connection with assault on 3/26/61. File 
,rRD2494 04 . Further follow up in this case disclosed it was a Roy 
Justin who complained as a victim of a strong arm robbery and assault. 
Interviewed by police at Fassavant Memorial Hospital, ] Chicago, III. 
he gave his residence as Dearborn 7~324 3 and business phone as 
Ta 9-6212. He listed his occupation as a salesman. Justin v;,as 
lacerated on the left side of the mouth and reported a loss of his 
wallet with $30, a Pennsylvania Driver's licence, and registration 
certificate for his 1958 Volkswagon. He stated that he would be 
unable to recognize the lone assaillant because he was grabbed from 
behind. ■ 

A police comment on this first report indicated that this was typical 
of a number of strong arm robberies in which the victim was intoxica¬ 
ted and unable to furnish much information about the robbery. A few 
days later Justin was interviewed again and changed his story. 'It 
was an Indiana licence on the car and the amount of money lest -was 
slightly larger. whether he- indicated more men or not were involved 
is not clear but at a subsequent showup he tentatively ideniified 
three men who were subsequently convicted of a series of strong arm 
robber ies. 


LITER VIE7 WITH FBI 

The same date I interviewed agent John E. Jvhalen of the FBI at their 
office, 538 E. Clark Sj. , Chic ago, II I. I told him there seemed 
some^possibi liiy thatordino to the story oj 
[had preyiousKnowTedge that Roy Justin was^ 

pliFnalen referred me to the'^Kalfhis T/ho 

had "iniervi ewed ■ " " ___ 

"James R. Rumph 
Nelson K, Jennett 


Mr. Rumz)h s taied thai they had already int ervi ewe 

we 11a 1 in^thei r^effor t s to locate R civ J us jt-i n rrh n was 

H e_ po in ied out that the ^^^ ^^^aave 
inem a better impression than Pi id i n that they calmly 

discussed the matter of Roy Justin. I agreed that this was quite 
possible and pointed out that the^^^^^^had, been making money by 
"auditing" people who are paying a very high price for the pr ivi lege , 
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L. Ron. Hubbard 
hashing ton, D.C, 


Rov Justin. born Burstein (or Bernstein) 


\story was that they had known Justin’s father, Burstein 
as being active in Scientolocv some years ago. R_oy Justin had told 

_L -L T. _. .1 . JJ _ *>,* li'ihi .h— I I'll. I PVIH W T TV~ I T »~ I 'I 1 "l""" 1 1 1 IP*'I ■ *ll — 


them that he had been 

"0335^55^^^/ and, of course, was free to leave whenever he chose. 
Apparently their story to the FBI. is that they did not know the 
reason j 

Justin was last understood to be headed for Spokane or the Pacific 
Northwest to get in touch with someone in teres te d in Scientology 
there. I told him there was a man named/ ^^^^^ ac t i ve sometime ago 
in Spokane.. 


FBI DOSSIBE ON ROY JUSTIN 
1953 2.oy Burstein was 

full unconditional pardon. 


later he ;oas granted a 


arrest^^^^r^^^^^g^^ngerous weapons. His car* capita ini 
table arsenal. 

3/2/53 Roy Just in :oas arrested .for; 


11 /7/59 Justin v;as given convalescent leave on a promise to 
on 11 / 20 / 59 . He never did so. Previously he was trested j? 


•£• i urn 


5 /II/ 6 I Roy Justin was arrested at Reno,Nevada for violation 
Pre en R iver Ordinance for soliciting.without a city permit. ^ 
$@SBBg£$^told the FBI agents that Justin took a vacation and went oui 
best before she finally got him out of her house. 

If time permits from other rush assignments I propose to fol l.£jl up 
o n .some of the addresses and telephone numbers . listed, in j h e 

record of Justin. Enclosing photo copies of^j^§!$$SlP ol ice 
Da ily Bulletin. 

PD 


?nc.!:cys Chao. Police 
Daily Bullet 


R. D. Sherman 
Inspector 


in 


BPS: h.j. 

























AFFIDAVIT 


Sanpl e Vc. 



mnermnn 


it, e -- * ' ■ '—:z-s—*■ >__ an employee or the Da. .-.rtr-.ent of Health, 

- ar.fi welfare, Food and Drug - Administration, designated by the Secretary, under authority 

e Act of January 31, 1825, <3 Statutes at Large 803 (S U. S. C. S21); Reorganization Plan No. IV, 

cs. 12-15, effective June 30, 1840; and Reorgan1zatlon Plan Vo. 1 of 18S3, Secs, l-o, effective 
16S3, to administ e r or. .t *v»...n» t h* . affin Atlons. and arfldavi ts, personally appeared 

1——_ . . .. the county and State aforesaid, who, being 

r3t duly sworn, deposes and says: r 

| I am a housewife living a if _ •’ _ ::J-•'V 

i-" and *y husband first ‘ became intere sted in Scientology about 1 ~> 52 . 

o paid f300 jointly * |ffl| a nd vet in a snail crous at 

. -y bone to study Scientology. 3oih of us received the degree of 


paid f300 jointly 

hone to study Scientology 


services but \ 
irr icd a girl ) 


|' ; ubbard Certified Auditor. Mine is dated 12/12/56. Af ter : hat i:e | 
.'d with other people interested in Sc i enio l ogy.here \ i 

Lino such meeting it was proposed that we form a church. ' o' c e or ien- 
w ology is a scienc_e^a s I know it and not a religion, I ashed why. 

an Auditor, replied that it was to keep policemei: 

r r i * n a zn our business. . 

- said to have conducted religious services but \ 

L" attended only one ; this was a ceremony in which he married a girl ) y 
: named * ’ j 

j- . .' ’ - . We attended regular Friday nighfT^ 

\ meetings at an address on the nearfnorth side these are 

[ by w r it ten invitation only to the business meetings . • There vie met 

wh o would have to be an Auditor, since business meetings 

j- paid f 10 t o decide how long it would 

j take to audit m e , t,of^je_ a Q'Jj ea r ; it was estimated 2 months' at A hr s. 

| daily. YJe pa i t o Clear me and 


not p r of ess i o na l ly a ud it other peon l e, 


Although my husband and I were shocked at this display of 
financial instability, since we had spent the money, it was decided 


Subscribed and sworn to before tse at 


ru-i i£>3a (Rov, ro.i. 1958) 




Employee 0 * the oopartmont of Health, education, and 
Welfare denigrated under Act of January 31 , 1925. 

Reorganisation Plan IV effective June 30, 1^40; and 

Reorganization Plan no. 1 of 1953. effective 
April U, 10 53. 






AFFIDAVIT 



Sanplc Nc. 


' 7 / in 2 . i g 


oom 


Roland D . Sherran 


an employee of the Department o' f-.alth. 


Pefore me,. 

i„ cat ion, ar.d Welfare, Food and Drug" Administration. designated by the Secretary, under authority 
o.' tr.e Act of January 31, 1625, <3 Statutes at Large BC3 (S U. S. C. 621); Reorganization Plan No. IV, 
Secs, 12-15, effective June 30, 1940; ar,d Reorganization Plan He. l of 1953, Sees. 1-8, effective 
>r 1 1 li, 15 63, to adnlnl ste£j>£_ ta*e o a.th s, a.f£Unnaticns, &*«d affidavits, personally appeared 

in the county and state aforesaid, who, being 


first duly sworn, Repo ses and says; 

to 1 proceed with his Audit of me. It was soon apparent he 

j was nozfoltouiing the auditing rules as we knew then, and I protested 
! to my husband that ' 

- - "V /.'■ ■' . ■ '\..r". .. \ ' : '.... '.I protSCZed U rid 

\ told me that sue?, was the way_Proegssors treated, people i ' :e 

j "myself who were unbalanced. I phoned\ z . and he zold 

me he did not think I was crazy , did I wish to proceed with the 
\ Audit? Reluctantly I agreed to proceed. On a t_Zecs i gne occasion 
\ when I did. noi^wish to proceed with the Audit, grabbed 

'■me by the arm and forcibly dragged me into the office used as an 
I audit room. I evenccclied the police but was frusta ted bvi 
\carryjng me outof the front room before arrive l of tw, o^Tce : 






left^ny home but went to a ..“. 

and tried to 

.j-ncr^H'wiW h,,t when the girls denied hi was . he w.s sent 

|r: otvi the r oad.gnd the author iiics phoned me'. About. Septem: or or 
| Oc iober 1 . 96 U uni 

»tried to .. ■■■.:::■:::. . ." office phoned the 

\oolice and l £ 0 & 0 S&fcwas unsupcessful. YAnen I d iscussed these two 
■ 'nc idenis with z:}:.LL ; she agreed I should swear out a warrant 

I cut not tell the police * 

.... She also kcew he was 
So, I wrote a letter r ia»gg»Yr | 

but never heard from them , Right a fter C hrisimas' 
■■three deputy U. S. marshals came to my home looking fo_rj 0 $ 8 fcB!SllSfr: i th 
r, warrant bjit he had gone to live with 


"\:nquiring aooui] 

I. ' . 

i 

i 

ascribed and sworn to before ae at_ 
.Is___day of_ 


Later two r.B.I. agents call e ri. o f$ 
1 'learned from one of these men 


Per_: 


1S_ 


.n 

(. ■ 


■j 7 -.,.. 


c 


c £ ^ 

[ -V dZ .■~t'U'» J - S'. 


Employee of the Dcparsnent of Health, Education, and 
Welfare designated under Act of January 31, 19 35. 

Reorganisation Plan IV effective June 30, 1040; end 

Reorganisation Plan Ho. 1 of 1953, effective 
April 11, 10 63. 


632. C?t-2v. Feb. 195S) 


















































































AFFIDAVIT 



Hogs J 


3:f.'e or I 1 ■’ ’ --^ r? 
County of - C O Q /Z 


Sample h’C. 


3e to re * p A' jJjU2ji 2. ■ Sh •? r n _ , an employee of the Da? artr.ent o f Health, 

fidsc-tlofi, ar.fi Vel fare. Food and DruiT Afinlnlstratlon, designated 67 the Secretary, under authority 
c .* the Act or January 31, 1325, 43 Statutes at Larse 603 ( 5 U. S. C. 621): Reorsar * sat Ion Fieri Ko. IV, 
Secs. 12-15, effective June 30, 1940; and Reorganization Plan Ko. 1 of 1353, Secs. 1-3, effective 
.A* ri i il, 1353, to afir. In 1 at e r .or. taVte oaths, aff 1 nnatlons, and affidavits, personally appeared 

m the county end State aforesaid, who, being 

first duly sworn, deposes and soys: 



, •• at the above address since leaving my 

home. 

■ The Jth and 3th portion of Scientology deal with man's 

•survival as a spirit but i'-.is is the only reference as to re i ini on, 
j/ am interested in Scientology as a Science and have been opposing 
Ipassfn^ it off as a religion. Therefore I wrote cards_ to three of 
[their Churches asking when it first became a Church. 

i l have protested to the Nationa l . headquarters at Hash ingz on, 

i D.C. this perversion of Scientology as a religion. As a member of 
•Hubbard Association of Scientologists, International, I receive the 
periodical, Ability. On January fO and 31, 19&3 Inspector 
L'f. D. Sherman interviewed me and I permitted him 'to borrow come of 
I my Ability magazines and other correspondence, which I initialed 
Jnd dated. He gave me a receipt for material borrowed,: 



& 


Firm 


Per. 


T 1 ti e. 


Subscribed and sworn to before 


day of. 


eorua rv 


rv-L&Cd- (Ftev. Feb. 1958) 


/A 




Lnployee of the Department of Eet/tth, -Xucation. and 
Welfare designated under Act of January 51, 1325, 
Reorganization Plan IV effective June 60, 1940; and 

Reorganisation Plan Ko. 1 of 1053, effective 
April 11, 1053. 
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:rcK, c-iicago district 


0. Sherman 


if -093 V 
Hubbard D-ietz 


February 15, 1963 


Lifayecte Zoo Hubbard 
Founding Church of Scientology 
Cistr ihutioa Center 
hhiiixingcoa 9, D. C. 


S-axer to continuing assignment C&M/Ciscricts 1/24/63 with regard to tbs 
above firm and subject.. An investigation was made of 
which was the subject of sty memo of 2/4/63. During a telephone, call 
between Chicago District and Will Swain of DEM, a request iras made to 
•obtain an cfiicavitifro« 'aud-. also to obtain additional copies 

of Ability to be cent to Washington for review. 

•bn. 2/13/63 I again interviewed ^furnished =>e •• 

additional correspondence which she had not previously shown me and in¬ 
itialed and datad these.. These' letters I identified as inhibits 1-7 for 
2/12/33. At this time she also furnished ate a another or books on 3cian- 
to'logv which I identified as Exhibits A through G. One of them consists 
cf two pages from a magazine. •■ Curing this visit X returned to her ABILITY, 
issues number 140, 141, 144 and 145. Is akkiitioe- tocth-e- books, she fur- 
si a’aed me additional' is sue a o£. ABILITT.for pux' : review. • t 


SIOH G? E3GULA?Cnr 55AiaG3ISEH!: ■ 
Ahterriicn: Hr... Swain ■.. 


iebruarylfj, 1$6 3 


we are suhnittisg additional exhibits received frca 
the affidavit ycu requested from her. 


Ui-LLLsn CJ. Strop 
Chief Insneetor 


Ilk 

l.h7-vc\ 


I-hCzVGKrrc 

isc. ce this —q affidavit, 

fhc. L£» correspondence exhibits, 

St. 1-7, 2/13763 - 

2s- 1^7, 2/14/63. v 

cc: Halt v/cy ••• 'affidavit, It. G, 

corresjncatdehce. exhibits - Dr. l-?9> 1/31/63 

1-7, 2/13/c3 

, 2y i-/ v3 






4. '.'on liubbard 
hashington 3, D 


G 


b ’J 3: 


■p p -y 

4-093 7 .. / 

.Hubbard B*b?evsx V ’ '' 



9 . (■ 


L returned again ou.2/14/63 and returned to her photostats of her 
correspondence vhicbjlX“pickad up -during ury first visit. She agreed that 
it would be bet re if-for us to retain the originals until after the tJashing- 
ton trial so that ifior anyone else tried to obtain thea, they 
would be unable to do so. Cn 2/13/63 I told her I had interviewed: ; ! 

3inca siy fir3t visit and had- 

. I obtained her affidavit re her dealings with. Scientology in 

final fora on 2/14/53. 


•'/hen I returned on the 14th X gave her an itmaired receipt for the books 
-/•vie a X had borrowed cn the 13th. At thi3 tioe she fumi3hed me with more 
-.-spies of correspondence and she initialed and dated these. These- ara 
inhibits 1 through 7 for February 14. Cn the 14ih she gave me one more 
look, Inhibit 1; ahe told re that Hubbard issued instructions on what to 
cay whan any of his auditors were caught by hospital authorities curing, 
their contact with patients. This book is dated 1955 and is one of the 
first attempts to associate Scientology with religion. On pages 5 and 6 
they recognize the necessity of medical doctors but claim that they ara un¬ 
able to treat psycho sons tic medicine. On pages -5 and 7 are instructions on 
how to conduct themselves if th «7 should be arrested.. 

Ti should be noted that in same of the issues which have been returned to 
her inasmuch as bRM apparently had these issues there was.seme vary interest¬ 
ing material. in la sue 142 on pages 12 and 14 under the title 1T&GXUT, 

Healing Promotion by L- Hon Hubbard, he describes how they practice healing, 
and suggeatad methods of evading the lavs with regards to engaging in 
healing practices. 

Issue 144 on page 6 describes a number of crises and that the 'J. 3. crisis 
was caused by the irate parents of a student urging ?DA to seine all 
2-Meters. 

Page 15 speaks of treating ’’patients'*. 'Do page 13 it points that the only 
lurjal compliance with California laws evening psychology are -through 
:, r" inis tur 3 of the Church of Scientology'*. X also note chat tea percent 
of cross income from auditing is supposed to be seat to tea central agency. 


Turing.ny visit tc on February 13, she clarified several 

points on which I had been in doubt from listening to her rather involved 
story of her troubles. 

The correct spelling iat 

bnr ‘r n-rr Her husband,' '.-13 vichj . 

•. -/hen ha* vest on c trip out -,«3; during the summer of 1751 be fora she finally 























"L. Icon Hubbard 
iiashington 9, 3. C. 


f ir3tc raase is The discusaion with' ' IET during 

h i c a s ha lea road" t ha t • • 

telephone. i 

Tilth in* reference to tha atceapc of '■ • 

she corrected ray earlier impress ion and stated 
„.<• that the called the police but- ; ;vv : . T was gone before they ar- 

hrj^r* rived. The police then got in touch vita. her and.. as to vhether 

they visaed. to svaar out a/.warrant against This corresponds to „ 

the Deputy iiarsdal’s story of this srae occurrence fro» his layastigscion 
of it. 


S'JA: 4-093 7 .. . z/fS/L? | 

Llubbard. S-iieter . s ' • 

got hin out or har home.. She knewfc™" 



H. 3. Sherman 

IwS:cs ... • : .: 

3ncs. Affidavit ■' 

• Inhibits G, 1-7(2/13/53), 1-7 (2/14/63) 

















OPTIONAL FORM NO. 10 
5010-104 

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

Memorandum 

TO : Director, Chicago District 



from : r. d. Sherman 


subject: 4-093 V ^’ 

' Kubba rd iT’Me ter 


FDC 48405 



L. Ron Hubbard 

Founding Church of Scientology 
Distribution Center, Etc. 
Washington D. C. 

•i Roy Justin (Burstein) 


DRM/Districts 1/24/63 re: above firms requested the backgrounds 
of the men behind the Scientology movement. My report of 2/12/63 covers 
Roy Justin'i whose real name is Burstein. I pointigd..out_.that_some addi¬ 
tional information would be forthcoming. ' Since< 

asked to see any identification card^sKowTn^**WS^Roy Justin 
was an accredited representative of Scientology, it becomes important to 
show that this is the case. 


Enclosed dvith my report of 2/12/63 was a copy of the&Tyja- 

'police department arrest slip and officers report on Roy 
rustin' dSYSH'TB/14/61. Because'Justin' was arrested for a misdemeanor, no 
fingerprints ware made an d it was not discovered he was an escapee from 

he was a minister of 

the Church of Scientology. 


Since I recalled some mention that either P.oy Justin or someone with 
him had been carrying a minister's card I again contacted the FBI and 
Special Agent Rumph told me their files indicated Justin had set up a 
church in-. San Antonio, Texas during 1956. The FBI office was again visited 
on 2/15/63 and I was permitted to read a portion of their files. Mr. Rumph 


DIVISION OF REGULATORY MANAGEMENT : February 25, 1963 

Attention: Mr. Will Swain 


■ This report provides additional information on the activities of 
Roy Justin. The investigation reveals that Justin operated a Church of 
Scientology at San Antonio, Texas in 1956. 


JB/WGK:mh 

Enel: cc this memo 

cc: Balt 




















MEMORANDUM 2/2-5/63 RDS - 2 - 


4-093 V Hubbard E Meter 
Roy Justin (Burstein) 


also furnished other information. All of this FBI information is classi¬ 
fied as CONFIDENTIAL. 


Refer to the 


which showed Roy Jus tin lswanteafor questioning regarding thei^^sga 

The last name of the moth er of _ this child is| §|||||gyig 
Sne was a '’pick up*' that Justin met in a near {'JorthsidS bar and took to 


hi s apartment whe re she remained with her chilcT'for several days until 

She reported that Justin was carrying some kind 
which identified him as a minister. 


FBI report for San Antonio, Texas, dated 9/20/56 covers: 


Roy R. Burstein - aka Roy Justin Burton, Reverend Roy R. Justin, 
Justino dalos Reyes, Justino Reyes, address 1723 W. Kings Highway, 
San Antonio, Texas. 


About 6/9/56, Justin'came to the FBI office bringing a letter post 
marked San Antonio 6/8/56. This letter stated that the writer was giving 
Justin and his fanatic friends three days to move off the block and if he 
was still there by Sunday his house would be blown up. Justin claimed he 
was a counseling Scientologist and was operating a church at that address 




person named Ronald Arnold. 


manager of 
stated that in 1951 

|^§)rented the building"" to” 

Lat”eY'"?r marTMATTe'd who represented himself as Reverend Roy Justin and who 
presented a hundred dollar rental fee. It was represented that they would 
use the building for several months before they were permitted to rent it; 
later"i|m|ipfchad difficulty collecting the second month’s rent. 


During the investigation of the bombing threat Arnold told FBI 
agents on 6/19/56 that he was the Reverend Ronald Henri Arnold and was 
executive administrator of the San Antonio church (of Scientology). 

Arnold was interviewed by the FBI in 1962 at (8601 - 17th N. E. , Seattle', 
Washington. Through^Arnold’or any other Scientology’acquaintance, the 
FBI is still trying to locate Justin. Arnold stated that he and Roy Justin 
graduated together from the Phoenix, Arizona school of Scientology. 


On 6/29/56 Justin phoned the FBI that he was moving his activity 
to 622 Avenue E, San Antonio, Texas. Other members of the church of 
Scientology were interviewed in an effort to learn who could have sent 
the threatening letter and a man who quarreled with Justirt was also 
interviewed. The charges and counter charges in this latter case were 






























































































MEMORANDUM 2/25/63 RDS . - 3 - 4-093 V Hubbard E Meter 

Roy Justin (Burstein) 

filed with 'the San Antonio police. This individual admitted stealing a 
rifle from Justin to prevent Justin harming him. It was suspected that 
Justin mighr'Kave written the threatening letter himself in order to 
publicize his church and the Scientology movement. 

I mentioned to Mr. Rumph that^ ^^^^^^^^^ toId me that Roy Justin 
once made derogatory remarks about a Memorial Day ceremony and claimed 
he was a conscientious objector. We became curious'about Justin's draft 
status. 

CONFIDENTIAL 

Roy Justin Burstein is registered with local draft board 136 or 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania. His selective service number is 36-136-35-133. 

Somewhere there is reported to be a letter dated 3/14/57 on the 
letterhead of the Church of Scientology, 1812-19th St. N. W., Washington, 

D. C. to the effect that as of 11/18/55 Roy Justin (Burstein) had been 
duly selected and ordained by the church council as a minister of the 
Church, signed by William H. Young, chairman of the council; also signed 
Elaine M. Nichols, secretary of the council. 

The FBI believe Roy Justin's leather is 
at present he makes his living from managing 
he owns. 

On 2/13/63, I interviewed Roman J.Mfcurek at 855 is. Dearborn 
Avenue, Chicago, Illinois. He is the owher of the building at this address 
which was advertised at one time as a Dianetics Institute of Chicago. 

Mazurek and his wife still teach Dianetics and Scientology. Mazurek 
showed me a card which indicates he is a minister of the Founding Church 
of Scientology at Washington, D. C. 

Mazurek was asked if he knew Roy Justin and told me that several 
years ago Justin called- on him and talked for a few hours. He left the 
room to see if his wife knew anything more about,Justin and returned with 
a card bearing the following information: 

Link Bernstein , lawyer, 1436 Land Title Building, Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania 6/60. Auditor. Washington training. 

Mazurek 'stated that this man was Justin's father. (First name is 
Lincoln according to FBI.) 


n apartment building which 
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MEMORANDUM 2/25/63 RDS - A - ' 4-093 V Hubbard E Meter 

Roy Justin (Burstein) 

Mazurekis a lawyer who retired from practice about 10 years ago. 

He told " me that he and his wife were on the verge of divorce when they 
heard about Hubbard's book on Dianetics. His wife obtained the book and 
they read it and began to study Scientology. They became reconciled and 
began teaching Scientology. Their certificates on display show the 
Phoenix, Arizona Hubbard Association of Scientology. 

On 2/13/63, I called at. 1126 N. Rush Street which is also the 
same as 1126 N. State Street. When Justin was arrested by Chicago police 
on a traffic charge, he indicated that he was manager of the above State 
Street address. , At present this is the location of the Chicago Health 
Club and X talked to a Mr. Monaco, who stated he was the manager. He did 
not know Roy Justin but stated four months previously this same premises 
use to be a Vic Tannv Gymnasium. Apparently Roy Justin was connected 
with the Vic Tanney Gymn at the time of his arrest, since Mr. Rumph of 
the FBI told trie that from another source they learned that Justin had 
been connected with the Vic Tanny Gymns at one time. 

CONCLUSION 

Roy Jus tin•represented himself as a minister of Scientology in 
San Antonio, Texas in 1956 where he operated a church. If we are able 
to locate and subpoena the letter mentioned from the Church of Scientology 
of Washington, D. C. it will show that Roy Justin was officially recognized 
as a minister of their church. 



RDS;mh 


R. D. Sherman 
Inspec tor 















CHICAGO DISTRICT 

2. D. Sherman 

4-093 V 
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February 25, 1363 


Lafayette Sou Hubbard 
Founding Church of Scientology 
Distribution Center 

Etc*.. •>."• 


Seier to IffJiJC 1/25/63 and D&M/Districts 1/24/63, requesting infor- 
nation about subject firai. On 2/13/63 when I returned photocopies 
os correspondence to she furnished the 3»st recent 

copies of her correspondence.. 


K. D. Sherman' 

DZ7T5IOH P-ZCULATOSY HAtUiGZUSSS February 25, 1963 

Attn: Mr. Will Swain 

For your information. This is additional cxrrrespcndencc frow 

M?» G. Supp : 

JU/WSC/cs 

Ere a: cc this nano -w/eshibits 1-3, 2/19/63 
cc: Balt w/exhibifs-1-3, 2/13/63 
















I nave been hearing some rumors.that you have talked to 
the Federal Food and drug Adm.about Scientology and that it is not a 
Religion and other things you have claimed it is not. I am sure that 
the rumors that I have heard are untrue and that you have only told 
them what is true. I an very sure that • )are both in 

complete agreement with L. Ron Hubbard and his views' in regards to 
what Scientology is and has to offer the people. 

l/.any people have many different ideas about what Scientology 
is and what it is doing t I am Quite sure that you want to help 
your friends in the best way possible to dc,so. 

I would like to know what you told the FDA when he was out 
to see you a few weeks ago sc that the ugly rumors I have heard 
are either denied or agreed to. 

tTould you please let me know about the above matter. 


Sincerly 



























a 
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Dear 

X have received your recent postcard. All your correspondents 
and anyone else interested has been informed that you declare 
that you will answer their questions later. 

As KCO Board of Review, and in view if your recent activities 
regarding the FDA and your unco-operative communications with us, 
in view of these things,,! question your right and ability to 
retain your certification. You are not in agreement with the 
general tenets of professional Scientology. 

B^gt. 3 












































2. Hrvt ywr friend? who are induing th- 

ugly rur'orr confront m~. Don't you know 
your <tc5-ntology? Give their ntur'"*?.. 

If y'■u ar“ ?ur n that th« rumor? which 
you hav* heord «r*' untrue, why do you 
n«k w.-- to '’gr.y or conflrr them? "hat 
ki n* of fool do you think I nrr-7- 
li . ■' r k John no out hi* 1 view?. *'■ « • r a not 

in con^le to ngr?orient on anything. 

5. -'hot biv’ you done to a govern merit? 

Ther-- or’ c om- indlviiua.ln who fool that 
ail o : you are un-Amnrlean. 1 am trying to 
soften th--ir feeling? to you. 

Toll Ron Hubbard that I am awaiting hi p 
= n? u r to, " hat have you dona to a gov~-rr> 

-r f : " 

ill. anrwer your ouopIIoop later--nosore 


have \° s not a 

and that i * that 
, not. 1 fUiV told 

: 'in 

7 fe“ w ^® ardS t0 

e. r Q C ientology 

[0ut v?hat telp 

r ou want vu 

0 • v>e was out 

rw n n a,V».T* 

jnors *- 

above matter. 


arpw'rs, too. 





































4-093 7 

Hubbard Z-He ter 


Founding Church of. Scientology 
’.Washington DC.' 

March 2, 1965 "... -• 

i EMOKAHDUM 0? TELEPHONE COJP/EaSATlOa 
Between : Mr. George 7. Sooy, Director, Baltimore District .. 

Mr. George Brubaker, Division of Ca3e Supervision,. BRC 


a former scientologist, called Hr. Swain on March 2, 
1955, to inform him that a Hr. Roger Conway, a friend and a scientologist, 
had committed suicide on February 24, 1365, believed that 

possibly Scientology might have bad some connection with Hr. Conway's 
suicide and that he had left a suicide note.. ... 

I called Mr. Sooy to request that ha have an inspector obtain all avail¬ 
able information on Mr. Conway’s suicide from the police end also attempt 
to get a copy of the suicide cote. I told Mr'. Sooy that fir. Conway had 
lived at the Holly House, 13 T Sc., ILW., Washington, D, C., which i3 
a rooming house for scientologists. Mr. Sooy said he would have this 
matter investigated. We agreed that further follow-up would depend upon 
the information obtained. 


George A. Brubaker 

ccf Balt/ • h 

cc BR.C Reading File . 

GABruba'car; j 3 ■ 3/2 / 6 6 






13 Nov 6b 13 07a 

C 7! 12* 

L7 1 123 V'LROV . 


RAAU JAZ RUEVEHp0003 3142059-UUUU--RUWLROV. 






























































THERE WAS A CONSTANT TURNOVER IN TtCHNISUES* IN 
WHICH THE OLD ONES WOULD BE DISCARDED AfvE THE AUDITORS WOULD HAVE TO¬ 
RE RETRAINED CAT THEIR EXPENSE) • 

I ESTIMATED THERE ARE .PRESENTLY APPROXIMATELY 2* OOO AUDITORS IN TH 
UNITED STATES* EACH OF WHOM HAVE PAID 3 TO FIVE THOUSAND DOLLARS FOR 
THEIR COURSES. IF THE AUDITORS DO NOT KEEP THEIR TRAING UP* THEY 
.ARE DENOUNCED IN THE ORGANIZATION'S BULLETINS- 

THE CULT’S PHILOSOPHY IS BASED ON THE IN7ER-RELATIONSHIPS BETWEEN 
TIE BODY * MIND* AND SPIRIT WITH THE ENVIRONMENT. ALL DISEASES AND 
ILLNESSES ARE THOOUGHT TO BE OF A PSYCHOSOMATIC NATURE• 

IT IS MY OPINION THAT THE E METERS ARE WORTHLESS FOR DIAGNOSTIC AND 
ASSESSMENT OF MENTAL AND PHYSICAL' DISEASES. ANY AUDITOR WILL DJ. SC LA 11 
THE CHARGE THAT THE E METERS ARE USED IN A MEDICAL SENSE* HOWEVER* TH 
E METERS ARE THE BASIC TOOLS USED I TO PRODUCE "BENEFICIAL RESULTS". 



iii. 










































■ to 


fee ehce between the older and the newer models is that of ■ 

SENSITIVENESS* AMY ONE WITH THE MONEY CAM PURCHASE AM E METER ALTHOUGH 
HON-MEEDEES OF THE CULT PAY ABOUT 25♦00COLLARS MOPE(AROUND S 3 25) 
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~Z P.U E VEH?0003 PAGE TWO LIME 9 SHOULD PEAD: 

• £c a z a s sociated with the orga wi z at : c : ?; 



















TELETYPE TO SEATTLE DISTRICT 


L. Ron Hubbard f(Sr.) v. .is the original founder of the rounding 

Church of Scientology. It began with dianetics in 

K:^*v.v.v-*-’.*.-*. 

I. 

19^3/d9. Around.1950> he began writing articles on the subject and 
eventually formed corporations in. Camden, New Jersey, Wichita, Kansas, 

Los Angeles, California, Phoenix, Arizona, and London, England. 

The religious aspect (Scientology) was introduced around 1952. It 
became a church in name only, for income tax purposes and to circumvent 
legal d ifficulties. In 1959» the cult was forced to pay income taxes 
to my knowledge by the Internal Revenue Service (Federal). An appeal 
was made to have the organization classed as a non-profit organization, 
but to the best of my knowledge, this appeal was lost. 

The organization also had difficulty with the FDA in 1937 because of a 
food supplement/vitamin preparation ("Diazine") which was handled 
by the MDs who were members of the organization. The result was that the 
item was dropped by the cult when action was taken against the manufacturer 
(unknown to me) because of misbranding (low potency). The cult was not 
involved in this action. I can think of no other use of drugs by the cult. 

I became associated 'with the organization in V 






















All of the certificates were revoked by the organization. 

There was a constant turnover in techniques, in which the 
old ones would be discarded and the auditors would have to be retrained 
(at their expense). 

I estimate there are presently approximately 2,000 auditors in the 
United States, each of whom have paid 3 to five thousand dollars for 
their courses. If the auditors do not keep their training up, they 
are denounced in the organization'^ bulletins. 

The cult's philosophy is based on the inter-relationships between 
the body, mind, and spirit with the environment. All diseases and 

illnesses are thought to be of a psychosomatic nature. It is my 
opinion that the E meters are worthless for diagnostic and assessment 
of mental and physical diseases. Any auditor will disclaim the charge 
that the E meters are used in a medical sense, however, the E meters 
are the basic tools used to produce "beneficial results". The E meters 
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nerely measure the galvanic skin response, and the only difference 
between the older and the never models is that of sensitive— 
Anyone with the money can purchase an E meter, although non-members 
of the cult pay about $ 25-00 more (around $ 125 ). 


Or. 3/5/63, FDA inspectors D, L. Dovel and D. E. Harper were interviewed 
in ’ ’• •• : •' All of the above 

information was provided voluntarily to the inspectors. I also gave 
them(to photostat) certificates and degrees in my possession which 
were issued to me by the cult. In addition, the inspectors were allowed 
to photocopy a letter dated, . 


J 

There is no deity involved in the Church of Scientology. Most of the 
members become unaffiliated with their previous cburches after becoming 
a member. The Church of Scientology is based on a code of ethics and 
philosophy with the basic idea that self is the total cause, motivation 
and responsibility without relation between self and the 

environment. The total curative powers are vested in self. 
























April 6, I 96 T 

^-093 V The Founding Church of Scientology 

Hubbard E-Meter Washington, D, C. 

F.D.C. No. U6H05 
Cr. Ref. 1-63 



MEMORANDUM OF TELEPHONE CONVERSATION 

BETWEEN: Mr. J. Kenneth Kinney, Acting Supervisory Inspector, Seattle 

District 

AND: Mr. Ernest L. Brisson, Acting Food and Drug Officer, Baltimore 
District 


Mr. Kinney called to say Seattle District had been advised by 

“that she has received a telegram addressed to 
..which reads: "Phone me 

• •• .. •••• t .. 

Today 10 a. in., your time 

. says'- is an'ex-scientologist A 



ERNEST L. 3RISS0N 

ELB:cgk 

















































■ J giORAlfifrJM o? TDLZPhCNS CCRVZBSAXICIa 
ret vten: ;'erl «J. ?yan, Food. a ad Drug Officer 

And: Cordon G- Jhcopsoa, Acting Director, Baltimore District 



Mr. Ryan teieononeo this morning and requested that ye.have an insnec- 
cor^present in court to serve scaewhat es a(^ 

/luring the Scientology trial. General Counsel seems to...feel that 
Scientology 

curing trial. f •.*• 

I agreed that ye vould have a man available and suggested to Pair that... 
..he use Bill Wobbleton for this purpose today.... *• .. 


■J-CTtrba • 


••• GORDON G. TSCHFSG5 




CKZ2?. SSP3CTC3J ; •••, '. "• y. . 

Please select a I'orcefni individual to, stay 

■vhile this trial is uncervsy. vfncever is 
selected should report'.to .Assistant United States Attorney Dodsil in 
P.ooaj 3 ! H7» District Court Building, before 10:C0 a.a., April 4. • 

Pit Rysn will probably be there and :can. outline •shat in expected of. 
the-Inspector.v • 
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raaostAMPUH 3 / 22/67 

TRIAL UAi2 ; Monday, April 3> l $6 7 

Hubbard 2-Metar cv Electrode tar 

(4 -091 v) __' . 

: ■ i 

T-SLSgHCKS KO. PRESET STATUS 


Dr. Lay tar Usury AD 

Processor and Head 

Departed at of Internal Medicine 


262-62 
Ext: 264 


Cnabla to contact on 3 excess it: 
Will call again 3/22/67. \ 


Howard University School or Medicine 
Via shin gtou, 3. C. . 


Ur. Thomas KcPharson Brown 331*62£2 

Protestor and Caslcrsa 
^ Popartrjerrt cf Internal Medicine 
George Washington.University 
School o.S IHadicina 
Washington, D. C. 


Contacted oia nurse on 
3/16 and 3/20/t>7. She 
reported she would work out 
his schedule end contact r.a. 

Will ra—contact 3/22/67- 


Dr. Eichird Stainbach O2p-7350 

Professor end Chairrwn 
p--Pepartssnfc of Psychiatry 
’ Georgetown University School o£ Mcdiclco 
Washington, D. C. 


Contacts*! his nurse 00 
3/16 and 3/20/67. She 
reported he had been working 
only part-time p-C b.M;. ha h::d ■ 
injured his back cad, apesr* 
anily, would be much s>ors 
available ct this time, due 
to the nature os hia injury, 
than _ 

She has not contacted me. 
Will re-eoncoch 3/27/6?- 


lire a 

appear in U.S t Attorney’s 
Orifice 9 ; ^5 A.M., Wednesday, 
JL*rch 29 th.. 

Ha requested that vo write 
him a letter confirming this. 

H-a will be available on 
March 29 at 2;00 ?.M. 

Also requested ??q write him 
3 letter uhen we have a firm 






































l! -. Lacn Yochel3on 331-6^44 

r -ofe3sor and Hoad 
Jp Apartment of Psychiatry 

‘-''■orga Washington University School 
of Medicine 
H-nhington, D. C. 


Asst. U.S.Atty. Dodelle has : 
agreed to interview Dr. .: 
Ycchelson at !0:CO AM on(Tuee ) 
March 23th in tha doctor's 
office at 5C00 Connecticut Ave, 



- ? '>hn I, Lacey, Ph. D. Area Code: 513 

Chairman, Department of 7o7~7331 

? sy chophya io logy --ieur oohys io logy, 

Fols Research Institute and 
v ro£essor of Psychophysiology 
‘-nfcioch College 
'Milov Springs, Ohio 


Seat Testimony Sheet to . 

Dr. Lacey cn j/20/S'J and also 
contacted him by telephone. 

Ha reported he would be out of 
town from 3/20 thru 3 / 26 ; 
agreed to answer the questions 
cc tha Testimony Sheet 4 
return, same as soon as possibly 'MV 
after 3/2 o/d7. ■, ; 

Dr. Lacey stated he was alread; V.T. 
Scheduled to be out of town. . 

April 6, 7, 9, 11,. 12, 13, lU,- 
20, 21, 26, 2?, 23 and 29 . 

In view of this full schedule, 

I suggested he arrange to be . 
in Mr. Dodalia's office on 
April 4, 1967 . He will cone • 
to Washington the evening of . 
tha yrd - and we have <sade .i; .: - ; 
reservation at DuPoofc Place .- 
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sett-i* 

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

Memorandum 


to : DIRECTOR, Detroit District 



date: February 13 , 1963 

Jj» Ron. Hubbard 
Founding Church of 
Scientology 

Hubbard Dianetics Assoc 
et. al. 


.from : Inspector Carl Larrick & Joseph H. Cox 


subject: U-093V 

Hubbard E Meter 
FDC hSUOp 


DRM-BE/Detroit District memo of 2-5-63 called for an investigation of 
against the Hubbard organizations developed by Detroit Police in 3.953« 


a case 


On 2-11-63 we visited_the_J3ejtroii Police Department, Special Investigations 
Division, wherethat the "Dianetics” filo had 
gone to the vault on 10-lT-^d. He* 5 was unable to find it and said.it may 
have been destroyed during cleaning-out operations in the last few years* 

He promised further attempts to locate it. 

However, one of the primary investigators on the case, Detective Lt. 

Raymond Forrostal, was present to tell us that they had developed, a case 
against two of Hubbard's people for (l) practicing medicine without a 
license and (2) operating a trade school without a license during 1953* 

He said that they had complaints and decided that the confessional sessions 
connected with Dianetics were being used for "shakedowns" or,- at least, 
could be'used as such. A Detroit policeman, since resigned, had entered 
the dianetics c our se and-stated that he could recall when he was a "pink 
lady on Mars." that he investig ated one o f 

the.. JJDianetics" tfeople a 3 late as 1957-58 .and said that she 

She told'him she could remember when she^as^ a mother 
ape" 3 'el nging"^Lnrough the trees with her baby in her arms. 


Lt. For: 


:al said that the device used in Dianetics was a simple lie 
---Continued--- 


DO: ADMINISTRATION 

DIVISION OF REGULATOR! MANAGEMENT 


For your information. 


February 13, 1963 



Chief Inspector 


TVJ3,/bez 
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TO: DIRECTOR, DETROIT DISTRICT 


detector and that to be interested in 

Dianetics and used the naCffim^^^c^^Tvary the reaction of the machine 
by squeezing or releasing the "two tLn cans" held in the hands. 

S ince names of the defendants could not be recalled, we contacted both 
Detroit newspapers and obtained the attached copies of all information on 
Dianetics and the defendants. (See attached.) 

As stated by the detectives, the case was considered a failure because 

two counts charging a conspiracy were dropped. Trial was held 8-26-53 and the 

defendants were fined $50 each and each wasr given 2 years probation. 

The first defendant, Ea rl Cunar d, was supposedly an intelligent man with 
several years of college at .Oklahoma A <1 M and Northwestern State College 
in Oklahoma. X>^^^ ^pr,(^atloQ^^g\^^o^d3y__ 

Once during the two years probation he was allowed to attend a 'course • 
of several months at the School of Scientology ,at Cav/rien. New Jersey and 
in his report to probation officer, Eugene W» Sage, he expressed a desire 
to enter Scientology upon completion of probation. He also attended an 
International Convention of Scientology in Ca^ien, New Jersey about 
October, 1.9 His case (Probation No.. 56683) was closed on 8-26-55 
although he had not filed his last report. His present whereabouts is 
unknown. 

His co-defendant, Mrs. Refa Postel (Mrs. Kenneth Postel) of 16545 Oakfield 
in Detroit, was rated by probation officers as a 1*7 year old woman of 
over-average intelligence. She is still living at the above address. 

However, a review of .the church'listings in the yellow pages of the 
Detroit Directory show her as "Rev, Refa Postel - VE-6-738?" under the 
initial heading of "New Horizona Church, Incorporated; 2300 N. Woodward, 

Royal Oak, 547-3144." This may be a front for another Dianetics operation, • 
and an investigation may be desired. 

Also noted in the Detroit Yellow Pages is a listing for: First Church of 
American Science Detroit Scientology, just south of Schaefer, 18212 Jas 
Couzens - 342-2767; Rev. Beth Foraycc - GR-4-8632, Farmington Township. 

This sounds like another Dianetics operation, and investigation may be 
desired. 


Since testimony at the trial was by police officers. only, the court record 
for both defendants under File ,fA71735 gave little additional information. 
The names of about 100 persons who attended the Dianetics sessions are 


s possible witnesses in proving the conspiracy. Expert witness, 

was to testify about the galvanometer device, and its 


useuessness, 


now employed in the special investigations uxiitj 









TO: DIRECTOR, DETROIT DISTRICT 
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A call a 
shows that 
■ and Postel. 




ton 2-12-63 


ey'DiadTho" xhterestTin the "matter and. have no files on. Cu nard 
This bears out Detroit, detectives who expressed disappointment 
that, bhu AMA would not back them up. A lady in charge at 

said they referred several psychiatrists to the policetSfote the 
last column of the Detroit Free Press article'on March 26, 1953 re: Dr» 
C.I.R. Peers an,) but that no other action was taken. 

>Jo further investigation will be made until ordered. 


C$a£- 


Carl Larrick 

Inspector, Detroit District 


Ci/bez 


cc: BFA 





■.Y_< .y. tf yr^ ns 
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IN? run -O FFICS COMMU n I cat xom 

Attorney General’s Ouics 



DATS: March 7 ' 1 9 69 . 

TO; File 

FROM: } - • . 

SUBJECT: Scientology 


Executive Director,' ‘ 

Xt (was contacted. On an 

earlier visit the request was that he 

obtain a copy of the/ JMehnihger Report, a psychiatric study 
of Scientology, and to obtain as much information as.he could 
from the psychiatrists in/ __ regarding their 

thoughts on Scientology.' had done neither and, 

in general, showed a lack of enthusiasm for our Scientology 
inquiry. 


Recontacted;: 

had conducted his own" 

!' ' ..- — 


_ : V - ' V 

/: xt wil1 be recalled that 1 
study into Scientologyp—^ 


advised that 


branches 


*••••"■•.’ . . . 

the new head of_ 

.... had visited v;ith him. 


Scientology 


had no 

further relevant information but promised his further coopera-, 
tion with this office. • 

* * • 

.Interviewed^. 

V ;ho visited ' of Scientology in the * • 

latter part of 1968 : . 

t Following is a summary of her 
activities at the branch office:. 


1. She viewed a film, fifteen to twenty minutes in 
length, of L. Ron Hubbard wherein through an interview type 
program he described the virtues of Scientology. 




2. She received a twenty minute lecture from an individual 
at the branch office who made explanations about Scientology. 

3. She was introduced to a young man namedipavid^y They 
were seated at a table facing each other and they were told 
by the lecturer to share at each other vrithout, movement or 
conversation. This situation endured for approximately 4h 
minutes at v;hich time the lecturer intervened and closed the 
session. 


4. She then received a fifteen minute lecture on communi¬ 
cations and the Scientology gradient chart. 

5. She then entered a room with a female whom she described 

as "hippie" appearing. In this room she was put on the E- 
Meter with the E-Meter being situated in such a position that 
she and the auditor could...look jit the Meter. They spoke 
briefly of her upsets. upset, she explained, was 

trouble with her employer. 

6. She was asked by the lecturer as noted in No. 2 to 
complete a questionnairethe same consisting of general 
type questions. 

7. She visited with the Registrar who spoke to her of the 
different processes one could receive in Scientology. She 
also explained the advantages•of the different processes and 
their cost. The Registrar then asked for. a check but-was 

not overly adamant about same. : 

I contacted 

will he recalled that had written the . 

‘ T '~ complaining about Scientology and the 
ill effects it had upon their son. , . j were very 

receptive and cordial people and turned over to the writer 
numerous articles and other materials relating to Scientology. 
They related the following story: 

nor> g rown . v:p ns a very religious person 

_ . • fn-i !•/ atmosphere. .Me hn i never given 


/ / 


C7": 


. Scientology at 19 years of age. After being introduced 
into Scientology he complete changed, gave up his schooling 
and became very uncommunicative with his family. His parents 
claim that because of Scientology they had numerous problems 
with him which resulted in their calling \ • t 

I Their son is presently living 

with them although they claim he is not the same as he used 
to be before Scientology processing and that once he attains 
the age of 21 he will re-enter into the Scientology way of 
life. } •"• •• •• • .* * ‘ ' . • .... ' ' • 

I ®j — e.. liii1 

1 '. Their son received a certificate from 

Scientology certifying him to be a minister in the Church 
of Scientology.' He was active in Scientology and spent weeks 
in t 'and also had gone to Enaland to Saint 

Hill Manor...to carry on further studies. 



Although the family meant well,' it 
seems quite apparent that their son will return to Scientology 
and create a firm disconnect from them, 

i_ 2-27-69£} interviewed 

advised that his wife to whom he was married for 
20 years and his eldest son,.19 years of age had disconnected 
from him because of Scientology. He advised that his wife- 
had become interested in Scientology in 1967 and at the 
present time was in k California where she has achieved grade' 

OT-4. He en d his wife had been married in .the Catholic,- 
Church;'and through the years had experienced the usual' . 
matrimonial disputes but once his wife commenced with Scientolpgy 
studies he was unable to reason with her. In ‘1963 she com¬ 
menced divorce proceedings against him because he was dot 
amenable to the teachings of Scientology. .'.In order to save 
his twenty year marriage,if- came to ihh.'.' 

and conferred with [ 
the reason being that he believed 

1 He conferred with for approximately 

four or five hours and after being audited and mailing certain 










• • I-'6- 7/ 

concessions,, called his v;ife in’ 

on a Sunday night to stop all divorce proceedings. His 

wife, upon the orders of{ did that and again communicated 

with him. Later, with each little problem that would arise 

in the familv life, his wife would calll". a 

.- 

Clear, her personal auditor who would then phone! and 

tell him how to conduct his affairs. | "being unable 

to cope-with this situation, then commenced divorce proceedings 
against his wife receiving same the latter part of 1968. He 
advised his son had £lso disconnected with him this being the 
influence of his wife . * - 
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INTER-OFFICE COMMUNICATION 
Attorney General’s Office 


OATS; May 13, 19 69 . 

TO: . . File 


FROM: 


SUBJECT: Scientology 


it the 



Writer contacted 
of subject franchise, 
questions because of ITeF^&PiTarent young "age. 


daughter of the owner 

was asked no 
Writer merely 

observed the surroundings and made arrangement's to confer with 
the owner at a later date. 



To her knowledge, there are .ap- 


writer_conferred with 

^-Writer 

_ _ did not 

ask to see any books or records. She advised that 
franchise j^enter for Sci entol ogy was commenced in 196 -runder the 
direc tlonj 

proximatel^^^^^franch!se centers of Scientology.! 

She advised that" the 'head¬ 
quarters;, for s uch franchises is thl^lChurch of Scientology located 

e commented-that a weekly report is prepared 
and that 10 ?$ of the receipts are transmitted 
to the world-wide headquarters for Scientology-located in England, 
She further advised that all records made during the auditing 
sessions are co nfident i al as a re.t he prepared questions as u&ed 
by the auditor the r advised that‘the approx¬ 

imate cost for anediTcation inScientology for the approximate 
26 steps in their gradient chart is $7,500.00. For the train¬ 
ing to be a professional auditor, you o.dd an additional $ 2 , 000.00 
more. She said the co mpl et e cour se t ah es approximately two years 
to complete. She haoB^ ^i^S^^^^M^^ ^tudgnts enrolled in 
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Scientology is "making the 

unlmov/’n known".’ 


At 'Y 


cente 


ISpPMBMSBw 

MHHMMV 


writer visited the Scientology franchise 




i--'•••• . i aj i ■■ i ri'W^M^i ' ' 5 .'■•■?>;l•• gKmmems 


the center is open from 10:00 


students are presently enrolled 
concerning Scientology 


There are 


to 10:00 


Writer conferredwith 


ener a.1 items of information 
^^^^^operation are as follows 


(1). During the auditing session, the auditor does 
make certain notations of the information furnished by the 
pre-clear. This information is then placed in a folder 
V7hich contains all data concerning this particular pre- 
clear. The files are strictly confidential and no copies 
leave the franchise center. ■ Once a person terminates his 
association 1 with ‘Scientology, the file is not returned. 


conduct the Scientology processing 
only from the Straight Wire I^lease to the Grade 4 Release. 
For training in Scientology, 

oan train o nly to the 
Sub-0 1 s. The .Church of Scientolog;/^^^^^^^^can train' 
through the Class 4 Auditor. For training after this point, 
the Scientologist must go to Los Angeles, California; Corfu, 
Greece; or East Grinstead, England. 

(3) The^|§§||students presently attending the center 
are comprised of people from all walk's j?f lif e, including 


students, engineers, housewifes 



*' 1 < , T “ - j* - K~ , ' 1 


(4) The questions that an auditor uses during the 

processing sessions are prepared questions that do not vary 
from student to student. The questions, or questionnaires, 
are considered by Scientology to be confidential commencing 
at Grade 5 Release. All ques-ticns, of course, are confi¬ 
dential. ■ 

(5) Scientology will accept all persons for Sciento- 
logy processing v/ith the exception of an individual convicted 















of n i c .1 o; 

l ,*■* ") r- 

t ^ r' ;■> • ,■ .'■'p 

audited w] 

if he is 


,, v an .j - verson'with a proven record, of insanity, 
u'ecr case" a person may petition L. Ron Hubbard 
/er of this regulation. A person v;ill not be 
rile under the influence of alcohol, drugs, or 
ihc recent recipient of shock treatment. 


(6) Concerning the practice of disconnection Jgpall *" 
gggpggggf produced a Hubbard Communication Office policy letter 
■ dated'November 15, 1$>68, which read "Since we can nov; hand¬ 
le all types of> cases, disconnection as a condition is 
cancelled." 


( 7 ) Scientology has a legal division, their attorney 
being Bob Thomas. Such division is located in New York 

City, 'dddi' 


(81 inition of' Scientology is "to be at 

cause over ? ^^Tr®^fnvironment —' a person who can make 
things happen rather than a person who says 'Look what 
happen to me. 1 " 

(9) (@BSBB^ s ^ C ' tha ' t the following quote be placed in 
• the rec oraii^ Nothing in Dianetics or Scientology is true 

for yoti unless you have observed it and it is true accord¬ 
ing to your observations". Such was written by L. Ron ' 
Hubbard. ‘ ■ 

(10) Scientology conducts training drills for its 

students in the early stages of the processing. Such drills 
compose of communication and confront. A practice utilized 
by Scientology in their communication is a drill known as 
"Dear A3.ice". f 

weekly rthe receipts, » 
the expenditures, number of students, staff members and 
any notation as to problems confronting the particular 
center. .10$ of the receipts are transmitted- to the world¬ 
wide headquarters for Scientology. The 10$ of the receipts 
is transmitted for services rendered by the headquarters, 
such as books, pamphlets, course instruction, etc. 

. (12) For a student entering Scientology who is under 

21 years of age, he must obtain parental consent before 
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processing,will be 
to writer. ... 


in 



such a form ' 



Following will be the set of questions ..that an auditor 
uses in Scientology processing from the Grade 0 Release, through 
the Grade 4 Release. It is noted that each release of^this 
particular franchise center cost $175.00jand there is no set 
time, as such time varies with a particular student. It is 
further noted that the^ auditor during the auditing sessions 
makes no comment whatsoever other than asking these questions. 
At the outset, the goal is noted and the particular release is- 
not terminated until the pre-clear signs an attestation that 
he has attained that particular goal. 

: \. 

Grade 0 Release - The goal is the ability to communicate 
; freely v;ith anyone on any subject. The commands are: . 

(1) VThat are you willing to talk to me about? 

(2) VThat would you like to tell me about that? 

In this particular release these are the only two 
comments, and they are used over and over until the pre¬ 
clear feels he has attained the particular goal involved. 


Grade 1 Release - The goal is the ability to recognize 
the source of problems and make them vanish. The commands 
are 

(1) VThat is the problem? 

(2) VThat solutions have you had? 

dvised that,?-as a rule, Comment No. 2 is 
over again^inasmuch as the pre-clear*s 

solution usually creates another problem. ... 

1 

Grade 2 Release - The goal is relief from hostilities and 
sufferings' o'f life (commission or omission, sinful-'or 
unethical — something akin to guilt feelings.) The-com¬ 
mands are: • • • 

(1) VThat have you done? 

(2) VThat has been done to you? 

(3) VThat has another done to another? 






Grade 3 Release - The goal is freedom from the offsets • JO /7 
of the past and the ability to face the future. The 'JC '■ 

commands are: 

(1) What change has happened in your life? (This 
question is asked repetitively and given a date.) 

(2) Was this a break in affinity, reality, communi¬ 
cation or understanding? • 

D 

During this release the E-Meter is utilized to find 
the arc break and to then determine: 

Are you curious about, desired, enforced or 
inhibited? 

Grade ^ Release - The goal is moving out’a fixed condition 
and gaining abilities to do new things. The commands are: 

(1) What do you use to make others wrong? .(A list 
is compiled through the use of the E-Meter.) 

(2) How does __ make you right? 
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WfeSL- 


FROM: 



presently living 
nsction with hi 


ccasiom 
e noted, th? 


Scientologist for about a year and a half, but became disenchanted with the 
movement and has spoken out against Scientology. In addition to the follow¬ 
ing informatinmake available several pieces of literature 
with relevance to Scientology. 

[furnished the following information: He was introduced 
into Scientology by answering a newspaper ad for a.company known as Power 
Leadership, Inc. Such company was headed by Alan Walter and Ed Clapp 
and its purpose according s to introduce Scientology into the 

business community. The business community appeared to be interested in 
the program of Power Leadership but each time a contact was made by the 
salesman, Walte r and Clapp failed to follow through and the company in time 
folded. 


analyzed Power Leadership, Inc. as a method by which 
Walter could make a buck on the side. Clapp was strictly a salesman type 
having previously worked for several insurance companies. He described 
Walter, the-Scientology franchise holder for Dallas, Kansas City, St. Louis, 
etc. as a pompous know-it-all. Th e classes of Power Leadership, Inc. 
were conducted in the offices of Scientology in/Exchange Park Tower (since 
moved. 1 


It was in the latter part of 1966 that 


‘commenced his studv 


in pure Scientology inasmuch as he was out of work (the failure of Power 
Leadership, Inc. ) and somewhat depressed. After being in Scientology only 
a short time he was advise d to d ivorce his wife inasmuch as she was a 
deterrent to his progress. admit that he had intended to divorce 

his wife anyway but the Scientology decision did act as a salve to his con¬ 
science. no exact figure as to how much money lie had paid to 

Scientology but claimed it was several thousands of dollars. He said he re¬ 
ceived no benefits whatever from Scientology training and processing. 


\ 




/ , V - / / 

C <•*/> 

fv/as a member of Scientology for a year and a half takinn 
part in the processing of Scientology and not the training aspect of it. As 
follov/3 are some of his impressions of this organization: 




1. Scientology has two separate functions: The obtaining 
of the certificates and the auditing. Two prices. 



Scientology claims it has a liberal policy with regard 
to the refunding of money to its preclears, 
says thiscis not so; you are given a test by an auditor 
to determine if you are "deserving" to get the money 
back. The interpretation of such test is strictly up to 
the auditor. 


3. If, at the completion of a particular grade release, the 

preclear does not feel that he has reached or accomplished 
the specified goal, he is required, for additional considera¬ 
tion, to take a review course. Scientology answer is thus, 
for any unsolved problem - a review course - a review? 
course - a review course. 


4. The cost of the training, the certificates, the grade re¬ 
leases, the review courses, etc. are never set published 
prices but are strictly what> Alan Walter thinks they 
should be at any given moment. 

5. It is not obligatory that Scientology students buy the 
numerous books and publications of Ron Hubbard (about - 
fifty) but most of the training and processing is geared - 
to the student's familiarization with one or more of the' 
publications. The publications are widely advertized in 
Scientology periodicals ana.are prominantly displayed 

at all Scientology franchise centers. When a question 
is presented to the auditor he merely directs the pre-- 
clear to a costly Hubbard publication, 

6 . 

description upon the writings and prepared takes by 
Hubbard. 


artist. 


(described L>. Ron Hubbard as a "beautiful con 
He has never met Hubbard but came ,bv his ’ 


7. experienced many difficulties in life whom 

he attributed to his 



During Sciento logy 
processing he was advisecT to disconnect from his/ pjp H 

Thus. at the urg ing of Scientolog y he wrote 
a letter of disconnect to hi: 


-2- 






9. 


V£J 


10 . 


11 


/•■■ &’-'// 

GS£> 


0. He had sexual intercoursejwitli 
a "clear" who at one tirm 

lad propositioned hirrj 



ing session with< 
relations v/itl 
such misdeed To Walter. 


[ He, in an a.udit- 
‘admitted t o-hayi ng sexua.l 
fand(l p| ip p llr related 
Walter berated him for 


about an hour for act/acts but then concluded by 
telling him h§ could get straight by paying $200. 00. 

4 

Scientology helps no one and offers to help only 
those who can pay the bill. Most of those who come 
into Scientology are filled with the concerns of every¬ 
day living. Scientology, at a very high price, offers 
to solve these concerns and they do it by. taking the 
preclear from his present environment and placing 
under the control of the Scientology environment. 

Although Scientology claims to be a church, such 
function is always played down,^the more commer¬ 
cial aspect of the training and processing always 
being pushed to the forefront. 

The following names were furnished 
sr informatic 



^ 3 


; noted that of all the people he knew who got involved in 
Sc ientology all fared the wor st because of it. He especially made mention 

The changed.environment creates more 
problems than it solves. * 
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